the longwall is pulled across the front of the face from
the headgate, and then down the face of the longwall
and into the rear return, and he described the three
locations on the longwall where the ventilation is checked
(Tr. 323).  He confirmed that he personally is not aware
that the respondent was not complying with the ventilation
requirements in the 7 right longwall section (Tr. 324)

With regard to paragraph   7 of the dust plan {exhibit

P-3), Mr. Norwich offered the  following explanation

concerning the positioning of   the shearer operators (Tr.
324-325):

Q.   ,You have already read paragraph number 2 in, and
then there's paragraph number 7f which says both
shear operators, will stay outby the machine as much
as possible, can you explain to us what is meant by
that.

A.   It's hard to regulate any type of a control, if
you don't try to get in something, and I think the
intent of this one was, is when they cut headgate
side, it was not required for both of them to be at
the machine, because one of them would have to get
over on the intake side.

I know sometimes it takes two people to run the
shear, they need it for the back drum, and forward
drum, and there could be times, and this was a heavy
generating source of dust, at the head gate, because
all the velocity comes in this way, but there
probably wouldn't be the two people there, so as
much as possible, we like to see, the people that
are not required to be in the dust, to get away from
it, stay on fresh air.  That was the intent.

Mr. Norwich confirmed'that he visited the
longwall section in question, and he described the dust
control measures which were being used.  He also confirmed
that he had no reason to believe that the respondent was
out of compliance with the required dust control measures
during May, 1983, and he indicated that the plan in use at
that time had been in effect for some 4 years (Tr. 328).

Mr. Norwich stated that the dust plan was revised as
of October, 1983 (Exhibit G-3-A), and during the review
process he confirmed that he recommended that the change
be adopted, and it was approved.  He explained the change
as follows (Tr. 329-331):

Q.   What is the current language'that may be
comparable to it, if at all?er, working from the tailgate, up to the tail
